
Wonorable Wllliaa~ Proxmlre 
u. 8. s%nate 
Wmhlngton, D-C. 28510 

pear bill, 

The Genocide Coweatloa has Qvldently bQ%a a top priority larue 
for you for quite glom~ tlm~, fudging from your NlmPoot dally r%fQr%acQo 
to it in tha CongrQsrlonaI Record. 

As a Jew and as a hums being 1 mustt alea treat this fsrue with 
thQ utmst gravity. I am romwhat at a lora, however, to underrtand 
what would be the Qctual urQfuI cmsequeaceo, if any, of our adhrrlng 
to the convention. I realize that this lr a proposition against which 
it tS ifi3&WWiblQ to be Opposed,' I am, howevdr , dis tresred by the wry 
1008Q way in which the QXpr%P$iQa ugQW3CidQ ” has already come to ba uocd 
and many of your ColIeaguec in the fknate may b% reluctant to go along 
with you for fear of encouraging rtill more rhetoric with uo useful action. 

I note that your own dlocurolon8 of this problem have focussed oa 
a vQry careful anelyrir of the legal lmplicatloar of ratifying the 
convention. In fact, la order to realaura some of your potential critics 
your analysls ouggeets that the implementation of the convention would 
be so llmlted by national discretion aa to b% virtually euanln~l~se. 

May I SIB&Q 8 suggestion that m&y further tha substantive consideration 
of the treaty. That is, that you develop and display the draft legislation 
that, in your view, would represent the lsxplementatioa of the Genocide 
Ckmvontion were it to be ratified. ihi uould help expore sever81 points, 
lacludlng: the extent to which our Qxieting pattern of law does or does 
not 8lready met the standardrr of the trctaty, aad the axteat to which the 
adoption of the treaty would albw for national Iegi~IatiOn, not in Conflict 
with the Constitution but not otherwise authorfsed by it, to meet these 
goals. 

In my mm view, the Gasaclde Couveatlon without the means of inter- 
statloael inforcament would be a gesture of futilfty that would umdernafne 
faith in the oubrtaative rOlQ Of 1ntQrnatiOuaI organlzatiOu6 and agrQe?Mnts, 

%?WQVQr, I 8m prapared to be dlsuaded by arguments that (a) our pattern of 
domumtic national law might bQ favorably influenced by adoption of the treaty 
or (b) that Our adherence to the convention might indeed hevce rorm influence 
on the behavior of other governments. 

Sincarely yours , 

Joshua LQderberg 
ProfQrtor of Geaetlcs 

JLh wer 



Honorable William Proxkire -2. 3/16/71 

P.S. If any recent hearings on this subject are available I would 
be grateful for a copy; in particular I would be interested to 
know which countries havs adopted the Genocide Convention and 
ways in which they have expressed their adherence to it in their 
own dolaslstic law, 


